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STRONG NON SUPPORT FOR RESOLUTION 06-291 - 1 pm, Aug. 24, 2006

TO: Councilmember Donavan Dela Cruz, Chair, Executive Matters and Legal Affairs
Cowrihmeroher-Amer Kobayashi,

Councilmember Charles Diou %"
Councilmeamber Rod Tars; 2 o
Counciimember Barbara Marshall, =2 g = =
Sounsitmembrer-Fodd Aps, =<, &
Councilmember Romy Cachola, el o =
Courciimember Nestor-Garvia, =T @ 5
Councilmember Gary Okino = = -
} -

FROM: Linda Wong, Private Citizen - &

DATE: Augtst 23, 2006

RE: STRONG NON SUPPORT FOR RESOLUTION 06-291 Relating to City Council

Appeinted Task Ferce chrged to-cxamine gnd reportre e Neighberhoed Board Syston
Aloha Chair Donavan Dela Cruz and Councilmembers,

Since I have been elected to a seat in 2 Neighborhood Board for several years, have participated in numerous
Neighborhood-Compmission Mootines, andnad numerous deakmes vwith the Neichborbsod Conmsssion
Office, 1 feel qualified to speak on this subject

I cannot support RESOLUTION 06-291 Reiating to City Council Appointed Private Task Force charged to
examine and repertre the Neighborhood Bomd Systens. § find thet the epersticral difficulties
RESOLUTION 06-291 quotes and the City Auditor’s findings are being cloaked with options to rid our
citizemy of the Neighborbood Boards themselves. The Neighberhood Borrds did net make the Ovsanizazton
Chart or political landscape that perpetuates the operational difficuities of the Neighborhood Comumission
Offive and the Neighberiood Commission.

1 have read the City Auditor’s Audit of the Nejghborhood System that the City Council voice fully asked the
City Auditor to cenduct August 31,2008, Many Chairs of Neighborhood Bomds testificd in persos on that
day in favor of the Audit as they experience many problems with Neighborhood Commission Office and the
Neighborheed Commissien itself. The City Auditor lsted mumerous prebloms and oversights with the
Neighbothood Commission Office and the Neighborhood Commission itself.

The City Auditor oniy listed some problems with some Neighborhood Boards of which this RESOLUTION
86-191 seens to wrengly magmty,

in your RESOLUTION 96-291 you quote “Whereas, some of the audit findings of the svstem’s disjoinied
struchare include . ™ there {5 oo mentien-of ouwr City Auditer's “Recommendetions and Response™

consider scparating the neighborhood commission and neighborhood commission office from the managing
directer’s office ard araching then 1o axctier executive branch ageney” to-alleviate #xz problem:

{nstead of following the City Auditor’s recommendations that the City Council itself requested, the City
Council’s RESOLE TEION 06-29% calls for o Private tusk force appointed by the City Covncll charged:
with examiging and reporting:
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2
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4

5)

6)

Elimination of the NB svstem! The City Auditor did NOT recommend this. This charge i by the City

Courcil i tderewing eut the baby withihe batlrwater”” and perpetuates pogative foclmes betweoen the
Neighborhood Boeards and the City Council.

]

asing the nower sxd suthority f the setem The €ty Audaterﬁ‘sxaay moemmmendedths
separation of City Powers to accomplish this aim and end political maneuvering.

Compensating Begrd-members: this was mever mentioned and L imegise W&ﬂﬁ:‘v be mecearad 4
by those Board members that losk upon their election as a “vocation” instead of an ad vocation.
Conselidation or ressganizing tee pumberof Doard ix e svstenr; it way Fover mentioned
anywhere. in the Call for an Audit Reso 04-387 Reiating to Audit of the NCO, or the Audit itself.
Clearly g is ey option-put-ferth by the €ty Couneil: Fromember e City Cousail prepesine 2T
seats instead of the current 9 on the Cm Cmmc:ﬂ in another Reso.

Reviewize the sul ; = Hiis way mesdonedin w:la%ed TSty 1< the
Call for an Audit; Reso 04—387 Reiatmg to Audjt of the NCO. The past Executive Secretary made 2
docision thatthe RO dowsn’ v heve enough mrasiesitime to-suppert the Netehborhood Bommdswith s
Nci ghbarﬁcod Board Assistant to take the Neighborhood Board minutes ionger than for a 2 hour
mectimg. These suppovedly HGEA type pesitiony are suppesed o wark 32 hewrs a week, By e
being paid 32 hours a week and what are they doing correctly the other 30 hours? Cerfainly the NCO
shiould take Neighbratood Board mrecting minutes ﬁ(ﬁeﬂm}y and-notlack irformations ruguired by
the sunshine jaw, take mimutes past two hours once a month in their 128 hours monthiv work when
suppotting tire Neighborhood: Bemrd is foremost ixtheir-charge apdrassurs compliance with the public
notice requirements for board meeting minutes. This has led to Chairs cutting meetings short to rave

they kept “their’ meeling 2-9%-rmutes. The publs citv officials and-Bosrd memberr e bumed o a
point of not being effective. Herein vou will find only some Nemhbmhood Boards with pot all

Baard scats filed: sbsomters rates and-oot eble to meet queniz s TIENtS.
Reviewing the meeting schedule of the boards to determine wh{:ther it should be changed to
aave every other mremth: s was nevermentoned aywhers firthe Call for gz AuditReso 04:-387
Relating fo Audit of the NCO, or the Audit itself. Ciearly this is an eption put forth by the City
Couneil itself How can dissolving NB-mectings be thinkeble if we cannot-fxish qur Board meetimgs
now within 1.5 ~ 2 hours?

Therefore [ find | cannot support RESOLUTION {#16-291 Relating to City Council Appointed

Private Tack Foroe charged-to-cxamine and repent re the Weighborthood Beasd System: 1 find that the
operational difficuities RESOLUTION 06-2%1 quotes and the City Auditor’s findings are being cloaked with
options to rid our citizenty of the Reighborhood Boards theroselves. The Neighborhood Boards did not make
the Organization Chart or politicai landscape that perpetuates the operational difficuities of the
Neighborhood Commission Office and the Neighborhood Commission. The Neighborhood Boards
themselves have been dulv efected to serve as the City Council has been. Let us complete our charge with
help from the City Council, netdishandment, nou-suppent, and segative feclings.

Respectfully,

Fhes 5

36y71 Pualel Circle 8263
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